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Data Quality: Data contained in this batch were reviewed and found to be acceutable with aualific,ations. 
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Overall Assessment 

V = Data had no problems. 
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A = Data acceptable b u ~  qualified due u) problans. 
R = Data rejected. 

X = Problems. but do not affect data. 

Comments 

Action Item 1 

Action Item 2: Comment 1 

Action Item 3 

Comment 2 

Comment 3 

Comment 4 

Comment 5 

Data acceutable with aualificuons. 
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Action Items: 1) All results in samples TB 122089009 and SW039009 are estimated CJl or estimated and 

undetected WJ) because holding times were exccded. 

2) In the initial calibration Acetone's, Vinyl Acetate's, and 4-Methvl-2-pentanone's %RSDs exceeded 50%. 

Therefore, nondetected results for Vinyl Acetate are reiected (R) in both samples. Results for Acetone and 

4-Meth~l-2-uentanone are Qualified under the blank criteria. 

3) Due to blank contamination, the positive results for Acetone and 4-Methvl-2-pentanone in both samples and 

Functional Guidelines criteria (5x and lox rules). 

Comments: 1) In the initial calibration, surrogates should have been run at five seuarate concentration levels. 

This does not affect the overall quality of the data. 

2) The Percent Recovery of Chlorobenzene exceeded the criteria in the matrix mike duplicate. No action is 

reuuired because data is not Qualified due to MSMSD. 

3) The 43 ion was used to Quantitate 2-Butanone instead of the 72 ion. There is no obvious explanation for this 

nor does the Case Narrative mention it. 

4) A peak elutinp at auproximatelv 7 minutes in sample SW039009 was not identified. It auuears as thouah it 

could be Methylene Chloride based upon retention time. 

5) There is early interference in all runs (including standards) which is not addressed. 

Note: Data Summary Tables are attached. 
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